to cross-disciplinary studies. Rapid and disruptive innovation in technology and digitalization has provoked conversations across many fields. For example there is a call for more conversations between business/entrepreneurship, scholars and technology/computer science scholars as more theories and assumptions in the latter field are being upended with the emergence of digital technologies [5] . The notion of who becomes an entrepreneur and where entrepreneurship can take place has changed; an entrepreneur can start his venture in his sitting room, with his or her notebook computer. More surprises are expected, given the rate at which innovation takes place. With this accelerated evolution and its consequences across disciplines, research, when open to scholars, will aid scientific responses that will benefit both theory and practice.
Secondly, the secondary effect of "closed" scientific research can be extremely disastrous. When constantly faced with a paywall, scientists may as well ignore what useful research may emerge from high-quality research that has been paywalled. A knowledge vacuum is therefore created that may result in the training of half-baked scientists and publication of incorrect research findings-the former occurring as a direct result of failure to acquire knowledge which follows inaccessible academic research, whilst the latter ensues if researchers only cite the abstract of the paywalled research in their papers as though they have read them in full. These additional challenges, with its attendant grave consequences for scientific discoveries can be averted when research is made publicly accessible.
Nevertheless, it is important to note the challenge that comes with the open access model. It could come with the danger of falling victim to predatory journals, which stand in the guise of using an open access model but seek to extort money from authors, even when the published articles have not been adequately reviewed for authors to get feedback. This occurrence could create additional ethical problems for the scientific community.
In conclusion, while the debate of which is the best model for open access research lingers, open access has come to stay, as it has great benefits for all stakeholders. It is hoped that further collaborations and conversations will resolve the differing viewpoints on the open access movement and also mitigate the negative consequences that may arise from promoting open access research.
